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ABSTRACT 

Each year the New Mexico State Department of 
Education and the state's 88 school districts publish report cards 
that provide information on the operation and performance of the 
schools and characteristics of its students. This report is the 
state-level report care, providing narrative and statistical 
information on an array of educational indicators. Student enrollment 
has increased to 315,2/8 students in 1992-93, an increase of 4.3*/. 
over that of 1990-91. Percentages of Hispanic American and Native 
American students have increased, as the Anglo American population 
has declined. While many school districts scored well above national 
averages on standardized tests, in most areas statewide performance 
was slightly below national averages. Student indicators reported 
include enrollment trends, ethnicity, graduates, and dropouts. 
Student achievement indicators include results of the. New Mexico 
Portfolio Writing Assessment, the New Mexico Achievement Assessment, 
the ACT Assessment, the New Mexico High School Competency 
Examination, and the Reading Assessment (grades 1 and 2). Financial 
indicators define revenue and expenditures. Eighteen tables and 11 
figures present data on the schools and students. (Contains 14 
references.) (SLD) 
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To All New Mexicans: 



Once again, the New Mexico State Department of Education is pleased to offer for your examination The , New Me: 
Awuntiihiiity Rq>ort. In its fourth year of publication, thcKqwrf has been expanded in an effort to provide a more 
in-depth picture of our public schools. Included is an invitation from the New Mexico State Board of Education for 
all of us to work together, united under a single vision, to improve education for every child. 

Thi<; latest report contains a variety of information— descriptions of special interest programs, student trends, 
achievement and financial data-olong with the results of the third Quality of Education Survey. All is presented 
in the hope that vou will take the time to review the contents carefully as a prelude to active and meaningful 
participation in the process of insuring that the system of education available to the youth of New Mexico is the very 
best possible. In that light, you are encouraged to visit any school in any district in New Mexico. Talk to thestudents 
and the staff. They are the ones who can give vou insight into what the numbers truly mean. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the progress of our children. They are without a doubt the most precious 
resource we have. 





Alan D. Morgan 

State Superintendent of Public fh^uction 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Each year, the New Mexico State Department of Education and each of the 88 local public school districts in New 
Mexico publish "report cards' 1 that provide information on the operation and performance of our schools and our 
students. These "report cards" are required under New Mexico law (Section 22-1-6, NMSA) and are intended to 
inform parents, citi/ens and publicofficials as to the status and progress of publiceducation in our communities and 
our State. 

The NVw» Mexico AccounU&rility Report is the state level "report card" published each year by the New Mexico State 
Department of Education. This report provides narrative and statistical information on an array of educational 
indicators— items of information on the strength and performance of public education in New Mexico. These 
indicators include enrollment trends, funding and expenditure levels, graduation and college bound statistics, 
specialized program support and participation levels, as well as student performance and achievement information. 
These data are presented for each of our 88 public school districts, and where possible, three years of information 
are provided. 

Public education in New Mexico continues to grow, improve, and meet the changing needs of our students and 
communities. Over the past three years, ourstudent enrollment has grown from 301,885 students during the 1990-91 
school year to 315,278 students in 1992-93, an increase of 4.3 percent. Special Education led enrollment growth with 
a 1990-91 to 1992-93 expansion of 11.5 percent, followed by secondary education (grades 7-12) and elementary 
education (grades K-6) growing at rates of 5.2 percent and 2.7 percent respectively. The past three years have also 
seen a continued shift in the ethnic makeup of ourstudent population, with increases in the percent of Hispanic and 
Native American students and decreases in our Anglo population. For the 1992-93 school year our student 
population was 40.8 percent Anglo, 45.8 percent Hispanic, 10.2 percent Native American, 2.3 percent African 
American, and 0.9 percent Asian. 

The last three years also saw improvements in our students' performance and in our abilities to measure that 
pertormance. During the 1990-91 school year, 74 .9 percent of our tenth grade students passed all parts of the New 
Mexico 1 ligh School Competency Exam on their first attempt. By 1991-92, that percentage had increased to 76.0 
percent and in 1992-93 the percentage increased to 84.1 percent. In 1991-92, the Iowa Test of Basic Skills was used 
for the first time to measure the academic performance of third, fifth, and eighthgradestudents. Many of our school 
districts scored well above national averages. In most areas our statewide student performance was slightly below 
national averages. 

Over the past three years, the amount of the appropriation from the State General Fund to the public schools has 
increased; however, the percent of the appropriation has decreased from 48.25 percent in 1990-91 to 47.30 percent 
in 1992-93. Additionally, New Mexico teachers did not keep pace with regional educators in terms of average 
teachers' salaries. From 1990-91 to 1992-93, New Mexicoaverage returning teachers' salaries increased from 525,753 
to $26,451, an increase of 2.71 percent. Salaries for the region in the same timeframe increased from S27,781 to 
$29,312, an increase of 5.51 percent. 



ERLC 



WMSlatt 'Dtyarimsnt of TJucaticn 



OtyA StaU {Department of *Educaiwn 



CONSOLIDATING INITIATIVES 
FOR TOMORROW S EDUCATION 

"Para educar al nino se necesita todo el pueblo." 

In September l l >92, the Now Mexico State Board of Education established Consolidating Initiatives for Tomorrow'* 
I diuution (CUT) — A Student Centered Policy framework for System-wide Educational Change in New Mexico. In its 
opening challenge, the Board emphasizes that "C/77! [both] empowers the local community and the citizens of New 
Mexico to join with the State Board in finding new and better ways for students to reach their potential . . . [and J 
affirms the leadership and developmental role of the State Board . . . (C/77!, p. 2.) 

Recognizing that improvements to New Mexico's public schools ha veal ready taken place, the Board affirms that even 
greater strides can be made through the medium of a single, focused vision: 

The power of CITE lies in sharing a common vision of desired end results. Although C/77! represents 
the consensus of many educational stakeholders, it is not intended to be the final word in bringing 
improvements to the educational system. Lasting improvements will require ownership by New 
Mexicans, and obtaining such ownership requires involvement. Therefore, in September 1992, the 
State Board initiated a comprehensive and inclusive process to involve New Mexicans in helping 
to identify educational initiatives toachieve theC/77!goals. Inaddition, theStatc Board and the State 
Department of Education collaborated with other stakeholders in using the C/7/!Policy Framework 
to develop action plans, which define the activities, outcomes, and measurement criteria necessary 
to implement the C/77! goals and initiatives. These efforts chart a mad map for education upon 
which there is broad consensus among New Mexicans, Parents and families, legislators, business 
people, and the education professionals of our state can and will work together to meet the 
educational demands of our complex modern world. 

C/77! is uniquely a New Mexico effort that builds upon our strengths as a state while guiding our 
paths to the future— what we must doso that all students arechallenged to reach their potential and 
the education of all students becomes the mission for all New Mexicans. (C/77!, p. 3.) 

To underscore the importance of education in all of our lives, the Board has issued a challenge to the citizens of New 
Mexico to join in an exciting enterprise — the journey to achieve the C/77! vision, mission, and goals. 

The following sections detail the Board's vision, mission, and goals as well as the specific components of the C/77! 
policy framework. To explore the C/77! concept further, the interested reader may obtain a copy of Consolidating 
Initiatives for Tomorrow's Education (CITE)— A Student Centered Policy Eramework for System-wide Educational Change 
in W-w Mexico from the Educational Planning Services Unit, New Mexico State Department of Education, 
300 Don Caspar, Santu Fe, New Mexico 87503. 

/ 
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Vision 

The State Board of Education, by authority of the New Mexico State Constitution, sets policy and direction for the 
education of all students in New Mexico. We believe that education must challenge all students to reach their 
potential and must involve all citizens of the state. (CU E, p. 4.) 



Mission 

The State Board of Education, through its Constitutional dutiesand responsibiIities,affirms that the primary purpose 
of schools in New Mexico is to provide equal educational opportunities for all students. The purpose of schools, 
therefore, is to guarantee that students reach their full potential by mastering learning skills and knowledge and by 
acquiring desirable personal qualities and values. 

I he State Board of Education believes that local control and direction will best accomplish the shared responsibility 
and leadership necessary for the effective and efficient use of public and private resources and for the continuing 
involvement of parents and communities in the educational process. 

T his mission will be carried out by the policy leadership of theState Board of Education through the State Department 
of Education. {CUT., p. 5.) 



Goals 

The State Board of Education considers a student to be an individual who is involved in lifelong learning by 
participating in preschool through adult educational and vocational rehabilitation opportunities and services. The 
goals are listed in sequential order to demonstrate and help clarify the linkages between goals, 

Two important processes began inSeplember 1992. First, the State Board of Education initiated a series of community 
meetings to involve New Mexicans in helping to identify educational initiatives to achieve the L777,' goals. And 
second, the State Department of Education used the CITE Policy Framework to develop an Agency Management 
Plan, which defines activities, outcomes, and measurement criteria necessary to implement the CUT, goals and 
initiatives. 

Goal 1: Involve all New Mexicans in a shared responsibility for education 
Goal 2: Provide opportunities which will enable all students to learn 

Goal 3: Establish high standards a nd high expectations to enablcstudents toacquire the personal qualities, values, 
skills, and knowledge necessary to become productive citizens in a multiethnic democratic society 

Goal 4: Seek and reward excellence in teachers and other school personnel 

Goal 5: Advocate for and seek adequate resources to support maximum student learning 

Goal h: Organize resources for system-wide change to prepare students for the future 

Goal 7: Promote, exemplify, and implement decision making at the appropriate level 

Goal 8: Ass u re to the public the integrity of the educational process through program and financial accountability 

(C/7T, pp. fi-7,) 
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CITE Policy Framework 

Helmv is a graphic display of CITE - A Student Centered Policy Framework for System-wide Hducational Change 
in New Mexico. Beginning from the center, the concentric circles represent increasing decrees of detail describing 
the focus on striving to reach the vision. Imagine that each of the individual rings can rotate. For example, many 
educational initiatives are designed to help achieve more than one goal. The outer ring begins to identify those in 
the education community who will be part of planning, implementing, and assessing initiatives - a continuous 
process of improvement. 
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OVERVIEW 

The New Mexico State Department of Education 
VISION STATEMENT 

| |u> New Mexico State Department of Education believes the education of all students must 
become the mission for all New Mexicans. We believe education must challenge all students to 
reach thrir potential, 

Alan D. Morgan 

State Superintendent of Public Instruction 



Educational Indicators 

I dueator Jeannie Oakes has defined an educational indicator as "a statistic about the educational system that 
rev eaK something about its performance or health." The identification of appropriate indicators of the status or 
' health" of an educational system is a relatively new endeavor. A recent RAND study suggested that indicators 
cover three broad classes: inputs, which include such data as fiscal, material, and other resources, teacher 
qualifications, and student background; processes, such as school context and organization indicators, curricu- 
lum, teaching quality, and instructional quality; and outputs, such as student achievement, participation, atti- 
tudes and aspirations (Shavelson et al., 1989). 

I i gislation was passed in April 1990 that identified certain educational indicators for New Mexico schools and 
required both individual school districts and the State Department of Education to report on these indicators. The 
educational indicators required by the legislation are: 

• Enrollment Statistics 

• Advanced Placement Enrollment Statistics 

• Total Expenditures per Fupil (3 years) 

• Total Administrative Expenditures per Pupil (3 years) 

• Average Teacher Salary (3 years) 

• Slate Mandated and College Entrance Test Scores (3 years) 

• Participation in the New Mexico Scholars Program 

• Percentage of Graduating Class Applying to Colleges 

• Dropout Rate (3 years) 

• Percentage of 12th grade seniors who graduate (3 years) 

• Percentage of 9th grade freshmen plus transfers (9-12) who graduate 

• Percentage of Students in Federally F unded Programs 

• Percentage of School Budget Expended on Federal Programs 
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I hi- legislation also requires districts In be ranked statewide on those indicators requiring a three year report, and 
state and national means or medians are given for lomparative purposes when appropriate. For all items except 
the norm referenced state mandated and college entrance examinations, a simple ranking is used. 

I.i -gM.it ion passed in 19'M appended a Quality »! education Survey to he sent home with students to survey 
parental attitudes toward their child's education. 



Ranking 

A simple statistical ranking is similar to the ranking of your favorite sports team during the season. Schools, 
therefore, like baseball teams, may find themselves tied for, say, first place or third place with another school. If a 
school ties with another school, both schools will receive the same rank. For instance, if four schools have the 
lollowing scores respectively 30, 25, 25, 19 -then the four schools would be ranked, respectively— 1, 2, 2, and 4. 
Mote there is no "third place" ranking, because school number 2 and school number 3 had the same score. 

I lowc\ er, (be reader should approach the interpretation of these rankings with caution, especially when looking at 
percentages in small distrii ts. I "or instance, the Dora district began the 1992-93 school year with seven seniors, six 
of whom graduated, giving Dora a "graduation rate" of 85.7 and a ranking of 77 out of the 88 districts, but the 
I loudtroll district began the year with 32 seniors, of whom 31 graduated. Because of the larger numbers, 
rinwdirolt had a "graduation rate" of 96.9 and a ranking of 31 out of the 88 districts. Similarly, Mouse graduated 
3 out o! 5 seniors beginning the school year, thus tying for first out of 88 districts, 

I «»r the norm referenced (standardized) examinations (ITBSand ACT), the districts' simple rankings are presented 
within clusters, or groupings, of similar school districts. Districts are then ranked within their respective cluster, 
based on national research, the districts were clustered or grouped about five variables by the State Depjrtment of 
rdiicitinn: tlisttut cniolUncnl size, district student mobility/ rate, district percentage of students in the IISDA Yree and 
Krdiued i ton U Vuyram. diAru t vtncntn^e of students classified as Limited l.n^lish Proficiency (I VV), and the district 
l>t ncnt.w of adult «.V r » ww .of a ;< e oi olderwho graduated college. Six clusters of similar districts were identified using 
the Ward's Minimum Variance procedure (SAS, 1985): 
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While i lusti i anaUsK is used in this report onlv to report the norm referenced (standardized) tests, the reader will 
want In h< at in mind these similar districts when looking at other indicators, such as graduation rate. 
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Finally, it is more important to compare changes in the actual test score rather than the ranking, A district may be 
ranked low, yet still fall within the acceptable range of plus or minus one standard deviation from the mean 
(average). 

History of the New Mexico Accountability Report 

All public education is accountable to its public and elected officials; however, public report cards for each district 
did not become a matter of policy until October 1985 when She State Hoard of Education approved for public 
review the Building Excellent Schools Team (BEST) Plan. I he BEST Plan included over 30 goals for the 
improvement of pupil learning, teacher and instructional quality, school administrators and the school commu- 
nity, and state leadership. 

In 1987, the Consolidating Initiatives for Tomomno's l'ducutum (CI 11 ) Plan continued many of the initiatives found in 
the BEST Plan but now became the working document for reporting State Board of Education goals and progress 
toward those goals. The first adopted C1TP Plan was developed for 1987-1990; the 1990 edition included goals for 
1990-1993. In September 1992, a new evolution of 1777! was adopted by the State Board. Called Consolidating 
Initiatives for Tomorrow's Education: A Student Centered Polity I' r arm-work for System-wide P.ducational Change in Neiv 
Mexico, the current document is intended to support a "comprehensive and inclusive process" that will involve all 
New Mexicans in building concensus on the best approaches to educating the child am of this state. 

Senate Bill 738 (Section 22-1-6, NMSA) was passed on April 6, 1989, and required school districts to publish an 
Annual School District Accountability Report in a local newspaper. SB-738 required districts to publish Mission 
and Goals, Student Information, a section Of Special Interest, Financial Information, and an Invitation for the 
public to participate in the educational process. Finally, districts were required to "compare district, state, and 
national data whenever appropriate 

House Bill 4, passed during the i990 Special Legislative Session, superceded SB-738, requiring districts to report 
additional information and providing for a statewide accountability report to be published by the State Depart- 
ment of Education based on the educational indicators listed on page 1. 

Mouse Bill 721 passed the 1991 Legislative Session. This bill appends a parental survey to \hu Accountability Rq>ort 
and the districts' report cards. Ten questioas developed by the NMSBE are aggregated in this report. Each district 
is required additionally to report 10 survey questions, no more than five of which are developed by the local school 
board and five of which are developed by local school teachers and ad ministrators. Local results will be published 
in the districts' own report cards. 



Standards for Excellence 

On November 26, the State Board of Education adopted the "Standards for Excellence for New Mexico 

Schools" with the provision that districts could choose to follow either the new standards or the "Educational 
Standards for New Mexico" in pursuing accreditation. The Standards for Excellence were the product of a 
statewide committee appointed by the State Board and charged to develop a document of ten pages or iess that 
"should address specifically how schools should be accountable for divining, addressing, and evaluating outcomes 
for all students." In support thereof, student competencies as welt as assessment procedures had to be revised. 
I he sotial studies competencies were the first lobe completed and adopted by the Board. 

Purine, the \ { M\- l )2 school year -ond using the social studies framework as their model- statewide workgroups 
analyzed and revised the student competencies in the areas of employability, health, interscholaslic activities, 
language arts, mathematics, modern and classical languages, music, physical education, science, and visual arts. 
Following that work and an extensive review, the frameworks were adopted by the State Board of Education 
during its August 1992 meeting. 
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The frameworks are intended to provide the structure, or skeleton, upon which local curricula are built. Each 
curriculum framework enables districts/schools to evaluate their current program, determine what is successful, 
and identify and address gaps in the program. I he framework serves as a guide to assist educators in planning 
and coordinating what will be taught within a K- 12 program. Ultimately, these frameworks will lead students 
toward the achievement of the Standards for Kxeeiience. 



New Mexico Third Annual Progress Report on Education 

In 1991, Governor Bruce King issued The N civ Mexico Progress Rejyort on Education detailing the state's efforts toward 
achieving the six national educational goals established by President George Bush and the statcgovernors at the 1989 
Education Summit. This September, the New Mexico Third Annual Progress Rqiort on Education was released. 

Once again, Governor King has initiated a variety of activities designed to help the state achieve its educational 
objectives in pursuit of the national goals: 

• The Governor's Office and the State Superintendent of Public Instruction have jointly created New 
Mexico Systemic Change in Education Advisory Committee to serve as an advocate and Facilitator for 
systemic change in New Mexico. 

• High school students from throughout New Mexico participated in the Governor's Youth Education 
Summit in April 1993. 

• The Governor's Business Executives for Education are continuing their efforts to provide support to 
schools in initiating total quality management principles in education based on community-identified 
needs. 

• The New Mexico Communities in Schools Project (NMCIS), now operating out of the Children, Youth 
and Families Department, desigas and implements more effective school-human services collaborative 
efforts to improve the success of at-risk students and their families. 

• The Children, Youth and Families Department is implementing new service delivery strategies which 
will enhance the lives of children in all areas. 

• The Governors Office, the State Department of Education, and the Department of Health have 
sponsored two regional conferences for 16 New Mexico communities. 

• The New Mexico communities in Schools Project (NMC1S) continues to function in four communities, 
with an additional four communities in the planning stage. 

• Focus on improving math and science education in New Mexico schools through the Systemic Initiative 
in Math and Science Education continues. 

• TheCommittee Advocating Resources and Enrichment (CARE) forChildrencontinucs to develop plaas 
and recommendations focused on the pre-school years, so that children can start ready for school 
success. 

• The Governor's Substance Abuse Prevention Task Force focus state efforts to make schools and their 
communities drug-free. 

(Progress Rqiort, p. 1-2) 
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Five complementary Initiatives begun by the State Department of Education are also cited: 

• The State Board of Education continues to expect all New Mexico graduating seniors to be competent 
in two languages by the year 2000. . . . 

• Among the states New Mexico has been a leader in the school restructuring movement. Within that 
framework, the RE:LEARNING Program has been a primary vehicle for change. The restructuring 
concept is based on the belief that systemic school reform is needed in order for all students to be able 
to use their minds u>ell, and to be decision-makers, team members, good communicators and 
knowledgeable about important matters. Over fifty local schools within New Mexico are currently 

participating Seventeen additional schools are involved in the RE:Learning process with support 

from the Noyes Foundation. 

• A commission appointed by the State Board of Education developed Standards for Excellence, which 
have been adopted as a state board regulation. Implementation is beginning. These standards define 
the expected outcomes for all students in New Mexico in those schools operating at a level of 
excellence. . . . [and] now form a basis for school accountability based primarily on elements which 
support student learning. The goal now is that schools be accreditated by the Standards of Excellence 
and accompanying components. 

• As part of statewide long-range planning and policy development, the State Boared of Education is 
conducting community meeti ngs to identify actions to improve the future of education in New Mexico. 

( I } ragress R q)ort, p p . 3 -4) 



Quality of Education Survey 

Senate Bill 721, passed by the 1991 New Mexico Legislature, appended a Quality of Education Survey to the 
Accountability Rq>ort . The Quality of Education Survey was not designed as a scientific survey based on probabil ity 
bul rather as a site-level census. This means the Quality of Education Survey results are mos^ valid atthesite (school) 
level and are a reflection only of those parents choosing to respond (28.8%). In addition, some parents with more 
than one child returned only a single survey form with multiple responses per question. Finally, because standard 
sampling techniques were not emphasized, generalizations based on data aggregated statewide should be 
approached with caution. With that in mind, in all cases the percentage of respondents agreeing with the statement 
exceeded the percentage disagreeing. For items 2, 3, 4, 6, and 7, over 80 percent were in agreement, while for items 
I, 5 and 10 over 70 percent were. The highest negative response was to item 9 with which 30.5 percent disagreed; 
however, 56.6 percent were still in agreement. (See Table 1.) 
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TABLE 1 

QUALITY OF EDUCATION SURVEY RESULTS 

1992-93 



Total number of surveys sent home with students: 294,789 
Total number of surveys returned: 84,852 (28.8%) 

Total number of districts reporting: 87 



Strongly 



PERCENT RESPONDING 
Strongly 



Do Not 



1. The schools build my child's self-esteem. 

2. The school personnel in this community are 
well-qualified for their jobs. 

3. Teachers set expectations which challenge 
my child. 

4. The school offers classes that meet my child's 
needs. 

5. I he schools in this community should be 
required to use standard national tests to 
measure the academic achievement of stu- 
dent**. 

/>. School personnel encourage me to partici- 
pate in my child's education. 

7. My child's teacher provides sufficient and 
appropriate information regarding my 
child's academic progress. 

H. I he school put adequate resources into ex- 
tracurricular activities. 

( ). My child has adequate supplies. 

10. My child's school building is in good repair. 



A P rpp 


Aptpp 




Disagree 


Know 




•_61.5%_..; 


_J0.8%_: 


3.6%_: 


: 5.8%_: 


19.57. 


: _6().6%__: 


7.9%_j 


2.5 %_: 


: 9.4%_j 


2I.I7_„ 


: _60.7% : 


_J0.0%_ 


2.8%_: 


: 5.3%_: 


20.37 


: ..._62.4%_ 


_1().2%_ 


3.3 


: 3.87_: 


22.67 


: 50.07 __ 


_ 11.8% 


5.5 %_: 


:_1().27_: 


24.27 


:__56.77_ 


12.1% 


3.9%_: 


: 3.1%_: 


3().()%_ 


:_54.07_ 


977>_ 


: 3.4%___: 


: 2.9%__ 


12.1 7__ 


:__ 49.2% _ . 




: 7.7%_: 


:_13.7%_ 


10.47 


: 4f».27r _ 


: 20.0%__ 


: 10.4% : 


:_13.0%_ 


16.17 


: 55.87, 


12.07 _ 


: _6.07_.: 


: 10.1% 
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OF SPECIAL INTEREST 
IN NEW MEXICO SCHOOLS 

The 1W3 Legislature appropriated a loKil of 53,277,500 for Special Projects to the State Department of Education. 
Categorical in nature, the following projects were funded outside of the formula used to determine operational 
program costs. 

CONTINUATION PROIl.CTS: 

1 . ANdEUTAS PROGR AM: The program provides careerand college planning information, counseling services, 
financial aid planning, preparation for test-Liking, skill-development sessions, and summer college placement 
opportunities. Target population: Minority high school students. Participating schools: Gadsden, Onate, Las 
Cruces, Mayfield, and Match High Schools. 

2. CARMiR INFORMATION SYSTEM: The program provides educational/career information to secondary 
schools for use in counseling students through the Guidance Information System Computer Network. The 
program is administered by the New Mexico State Occupational Information Coordinating Committee. Target 
population: High school students. Participating schools: 75 high schools statewide. 

3. INDIAN EDUCATION FOR EXCELLENCE: The purpose of the program is to develop model programs, 
conduct research, and provide technical assistance to school districts and tribal governments relative to the 
educational issues of Native American students in New Mexico. Target population: Native American students. 
Participating schools: 22 public school districts serving Native American students. 

4. LAW RELATED EDUCATION: The purpose of the program is to promote innovative citizenship education 
through the development and dissemination of educational materials, training teachers in law-related educa- 
tional techniques, and the annual mock trial competition. I he project is administered by the New Mexico Bar 
Foundation. Target population: 350 teachers and administrators of mid high and high schools and students in 
grades K-12. Participating schools: 70 school districts. 

5. LEADERSHIP IN EDUCATIONAL ADMINISTRATION DEVELOPMENT (LEAD): The purpose of the 
program is toassist in the promotionand development of leadership skills for school administrators. 1 he project 
is based at the University of New Mexico. Target population: Administrators in New Mexico schools. 

h. SYSTEMIC INITIATIVE IN MATH AND SCIENCE EDUCATION (SIMSF) : I he purpose of the program is 
to restructure and improve New Mexico's mathematics and science education s\stem by providing statewide 
training for K-K mathand science teachers. The project is administered by the University of New Mexico. Target 
population: Students in grades K-tf. Participating school: 34 school districts. 

7. RI-:I l-ARN'INC; NEW MEXICO: The program supports restructuring nf the educational system from 
k indergark n to post-secondary levels in New Mexico schools. I he effort is based on led Si/er's Nine Common 
Principles; the focus is helping students to use their minds well. '1 hi' project is administered by Pastern New 
Mexico University. Participating schools: 50 Ke:l,carning schools statewide. 

8. SCHOOl AH IS INI TIATIVE : The purpose of the program is to develop a comprehensive multicultural 
sequential arts educationcurriculumin the visualarK music^liince, and dranuand li>rplanninganddeveloping 
pilol programs in preparation for implementation of this curriculum in selected school districts overa three-year 
pui.ul. Iarget population: K-5 students, large! population: K-12 students. Participating districts: 
AI!MK|ucK]ue ( Carlsbad, Pas Cruces, and Ruidoso. 
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NEW PROJECTS: 

CHARTER SCHOOLS: The following ten schools won* given Sf\(H)() planning grant awards by thr State Board of 
Education. In the spring of 1994, five (but not limited to the ten schools listed below) will be selected as charter 
schools. 

Albuquerque Public Schools/Longfellow Elementary 

Bernalillo Public Schools /Carroll Elementary 

Las Cruces Public Schools /Hermosa Heights Elementary 

Roswell Independent Schools /Washington Avenue Elementary 

Santa Fe Public Schools /Turquoise Trail Elementary 

Taos Public Schools /Taos Elementary School 

Albuquerque Public Schools /Taylor Middle School 

Gallup-McKinley County Public Schools /John F, Kennedy Middle School 
Ruidoso Municipal Schools /White Mountain Intermediate School 
Albuquerque Public Schools/ Highland High School 

INNOVATIVE DISTRICT/SCHOOL-BASED PROGRAMS: 

1. STARSHINE: ALBUQUERQUE PUBLIC SCIIOOLS/Bandelier Elementary, Whittier Elementary, Wilson 
Middle and Van Buren Middle. An innovative project (Bandelier Performing Arts Project) allows students of 
diverse backgrounds to explore, gather, and synthesize information in content areas in collaborativegroupsand 
then demonstrate this knowledge through music and the performing arts. The project is especially innovative 
since it is totally outcome based (supports Standards ForExcellence Literacy and AHitudesand Attributesgoals) 
and utilizes alternative assessment procedures. Target Population: K-9 grade regular and special education 
students. 

2. SEVENTH GRADE PORTFOLIO ASSESSMENT PROJECT: ALBUQUERQUE PUBLIC SCHOOLS/)ohn 
Adams Middle. A project which will use portfolio assessment to measurestudent achievement and determine 
student mastery of the New Mexico Competency Frameworks at the seventh grade. A committee of teachers, 
parents, students, administrators, and community members will develop standards for what students should 
know and be able to do. Students will complete a portfolio that will include each subject areas: ma! h, science, 
language arts, social studies, and bilingual education. Target Population: 6-8 grade students. 

3. 1 1 ACHING WITH STYLE AND INTELLIGENCE: HELEN CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS/H.T. Jaramillo 
Elementary. The focus is to define students by their strengths and to increase each student's opportunity to 
develop Iraits such as: creativity and problem solving t hat would help them become resilient. The goals (if this 
project are to build a common understanding of training and experience to all faculty on learning styles and 
multiple intelligences; jnd to pilot and incorporate two projects through after-school clubs tor students in grades 
1-3. larget Population: 1 -3 grade students. 

L TWO-YEAR PILOT PROJECT EOR THE DEVELOPMENT OE A NONGRADED ELEMENTARY PRO- 
GRAM: BERNALILLO PUBLIC SCHOOLS/ CnchiU Elementary, Coehiti elementary will begin implement.! 
lion of a nongraded program for students seven to eleven years old (2nd grade - 5th grade). Coehiti will have 
an intermediate unit consisting of three classrooms with students ages seven through nine and an advanced unit 
willi students ages nine through eleven. The division of students will allow form ultiagcd grouping and placing 
students with teachers that match their learning style. Target Population: 2-5 grade students with expansion 
to kindergarten 

5. INTERDISCIPLINARY CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT AND IMPLEMENTATION: CORONA MU- 
NICIPAL SCHOOLS/ Corona High School. The project intent is to fund leachers and consultants to develop 
a comprehensive curriculum integrating all disciplines through the .iris utilizing resources from the local 
community and focusing on outcomes based education for seventh and eighth grade students. Utilizing a 
community-based effort, the concept will link Corona's students with several educational sites outside New 
Mexico through the use of interactive technology. I argct Population: 7 8 grade students. 
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6. TEAM TEACHING WITH MULTI-AGED GROUPING: FLOYD MUNICIPAL SCHOOLS/I loyd Elemen- 
tary. The project will design and implement a multi-aged classroom with a team teaching approach. The 
program will be designed to help children meet basic and challenging performance standards while learning 
"how to learn". Multi-aged grouping allows forchildren's differences in learning styles, developmental levels 
and timelines for mastery of learning. This program wil I be used as a professional development site by Eastern 
New Mexico University's student teachers and a pilot practicum program for a methods class sponsored by the 
university. Target Population: 1-2 grade students. 

7. OPERATION HOME LIBRARY: MOUNTAINAIR PUBLIC SCHOOLS/Mountainair Elementary School. 
The purpose of this project is to foster literacy within the elementary school population. The program will assist 
Mountainair Elementary students who are "at-risk" and will also motivate parents, teachers and children to 
develop a love for reading. The project will help children overcome comprehension and communication 
stumbling blocks and become "life-long" learners and stimulate parents to become more involved in adult basic 
literacy programs. Target Population: K-6 grade students. 

8 A-LAB-IN-A-BOX": SILVER CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS/CI iff Elementary, Harrison Schmitt Elemen- 
tary, Jose Barrios Elementary, G.W. Stout Elementary, Sixth Street Elementary. The goal of this project is to 
facilitate access to and use of materials by elementary teachers and be used to enhance each unit of study in the 
Science areas covered at that grade level. In addition, each kit and unit will be integrated across other content 
areas. Target Population: K-5 grade students. 

9. NATIVE AMERICAN STUDIES: TAOS MUNICI PAL SCHOOLS/Taos High School. This project developed 
jointly with the Taos Pueblo Governors Office will implement a comprehensive Native American Studies course 
and researchcentertostudy thcTiwalanguage,Taos custom and history, traditional government, art and culture 
resulting in the development of positive intercultural relations and pride and reduce dropouts among Native 
American students. Teaching will be accomplished utilizing a native Tiwa speaker from the Pueblo. Target 
Population: 12 grade students. 

10. A COLLABORATIVE APPROACH TO CULTURAL EDUCATION IN /UNI: ZUNI PUBLIC SCHOOLS/ 
7,uni Middle School, Zuni High School, Twin Buttes High School. A collaboration between the Zuni Public 
School District, the A:Shiwi A:Wam Museum and Heritage Center, and elders from the Zuni Senior Center to 
reorganize a collection of 3,0(10 historic photographs intostudent research categories. Students are introduced 
to Zuni cultural and historical issues through the mentorship of community elders in thecourse of accomplishing 
a meaningful task on behalf of the museum. This project addresses concerns raised by community members 
about the lack of culturally-relevant curriculum material. Target Population: 6-12 grade students. 

or in RsnxiM PROir.crs 

1. HISPANIC CULTURE FOUNDATION: The program provides teams of educators from restructuring 
elementary, middle, and secondary schools with culturally-relevant arts and humanities content, technical 
a^Mancoin multicultural, interdisciplinary curriculum development and methodology. Itsgoal is to empower 
teachers to ''teach New Mexico" whiledeveloping models that can be adopted by individual schoolsand districts 
throughout thestateand nation, Target population: K-12 students. Participatingschools: 1 1 schools statewide. 

2. SOUTHWEST AIDS COMMITTEE: The program will provide HI V/ AIDS prevention education tostudents, 
parents and public school faculty and staff. Target population: K-12 students. Participatingschools: Statewide 
public schools, 

3. DOWNS MEDIA EDUCATION CENTER: 'I he project will integrate media literacy into existing programs and 
curricula with a focus on training teachers from elementary through university. Target population: Teachers, 
kindergarten through post-secondary, Participating schools: 10 school districts. 



<X${ State f Departm/nt of '/. ducat ton 



13 



4. RE:LEARNING EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGY NETWORK: The project will assist Now Mexico schools 
that art- restructuring to connect students and teachers with eachothcrtoimprovestudent learning. Participating 
schools: 30 Re:Learning schools 

5. NEW MEXICO STATE UNIVERSITY ANGEMTOS COLLEGE SEARCH PROGRAM: The program 
provides career and college planning information, counseling services, financial aid planning, preparation for 
test taking, skill development sessions, and summer college placement opportunities. Target population: 130 
minority high school students and their fathers. Participating schools: Gadsden, Onatc, LasCruces, Mayfield, 
and Hatch High Schools. 

6. SCI IOOL ZONE INSTITUTE/UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO: The program will train teachers to act as 
trainers in theirdistricts to teach Architcctureand Design tostudentsthroughacurriculacalled the Architecture 
and Children Model. Target population: 30 teachers from selected school districts. 

7. RE:LEARNING MENTORSHIP INITIATIVE: The program will connect 20 networking schools with 
developed Re:Learning sites. This initiative will promote the institutionalization of Re:Lcarning in the state by 
developing teams in schools that can assist their menlored partners in becoming proficient in the work which 
supports the Nine Common Re:Learning Principles. Target population: Staff in 20 networking schools. 

8 STRENGTHENING QUALITY IN SCHOOLS -TRAIN THE TRAINER PROJECT, PURR'S: The project will 
•provide training in Total Quality Management techniques as applied to educational processes. Target 
population: 30 trainers selected from schools, parents, and communities. 

9 ADVANCED PLACEMENT PROGRAM/NEW MEXICO HIGHLANDS UNIVERSITY: The program en- 
courages students to participate in the nationally-recogni/.ed Advanced Placement Programs through student 
exam fee reductions and through the development of teacher training and curriculum development. Target 
population: Eleventh and twelfth grade high school students and teachers, with emphasis on participation by 
oconomically-disadvantaged students. Participating schools: High schools statewide. 

10 RE -I EARNING HIGH SCHOOL TASK EORCE: A high school task force will be created for the purpose of 
' maximizing and leveraging the successful programs which are evident throughout the state. The goal will be 

for all New Mexico high school students to have the same opportunities for innovative teaching and learning. 
I he lactone will include the followinggroi.ps: highschool tcachers,administrators,students,supenntendents, 
sc hool board members, colleges of education, parents and broader community. 

11 HIGH SC I IOOL PARENTING PROGRAMS: The pn>gram will provide training inparenting and carcof pre- 
kindergarten children in a PP n>ved child care training and parenting labs at Santa Fe High School. 

P NEW MEXICO SCHOLARS PROGRAM: While not a Special Project as defined above, the New Mexico 
Scholars Program (NMSP) was passed into law in 1989 (Section 21-21H-I through 21-21H-9, NMSA). The 
nrcmram makes scholarship money available to certain students (1) who rank in the top five percent of the 
graduating class or earn an overall score of at least 25 on the ACT and (2) who come from homes with a total 
family income of $30,000.00 or less. The scholarship may be for up to four years of post-secondary training^ 
Table 2 lists the number of students reported by the districts as eligible for the NMSP and the number of 
students reported by the districts as receiving an NMSP scholarship in 1992. 
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TABLE 2 

DISTRICT REPORTED NEW MEXICO SCHOLARS - 1<W3 


DISIKU'I 


KI.IGIBI.K RICKIVING 


DISTRICT 1 


i i \c.\m i kichvinc; 


Alamogordn 

AlhucjULTtjUO 

Animas 

Artesia 

A/tec 

Belen 

Bernalillo 

Bloomfiold 

Capitan 

Carlsbad 

Carri/o/o 

Central Cons. 

Chama 

Cimarron 

Clayton 

Cloudcroft 

Clovis 

Cobre 

Corona 

Cuba 

Doming 

Des Moines 

Dexter 

Dora 

Dulce 

F.lida 

Espahola 

Estancia 

Eunice 

Farming ton 

Flovd 

Ft. Sumner 

Gadsden 

Gallup-McKinley 

Grady 

Grants -Cibola 

Hagerman 

1 latch 

1 lobbs 

1 londo 

1 louse 

jal 

Jenuv Mountain 
Jemtv. Valley 
l.ake Arthur 


31 4 

N.A. N.A. 

1 1 

2 2 

6 1) 
8 8 
0 0 
4 2 

3 2 
2 2 

0 0 

1 1 

2 2 

1 1 

2 0 

0 0 
26 8 

1 0 
0 0 

2 2 
212 8 

2 1 

2 (1 
0 0 

0 (1 

3 n 

4 0 

7 4 
2 2 

11 9 

1 n 

n n 

32 6 
15 6 

2 2 
6 1 

0 0 

2 2 
4 4 
(1 0 

1 1 
10 12 

3 3 
1 0 
0 0 


Las Cruces 

Las Vegas City 

Las Vegas West 

Logan 

Lordsburg 

Los Alamos 

Los Lunas 

Loving 

Lovington 

Magdalcna 

Maxwell 

Melrose 

Mesa Vista 

Mora 

Moriarty 

Mosque ro 

Mountainair 

Pecos 

Pcnasco 

Pojoaque 

Portales 

Quemado 

Questa 

Raton 

Reserve 

Roswell 

Roy 

Ruidoso 
San Jon 
Santa Fe 
Santa Rosa 

C« It pg-\ #• I t ft i 

Diiver ^iiy 

Socorro 

Springer 

Taos 

Tatum 

Tex i co 

Truth or Conseq. 

Tucumcari 

Tularosa 

Vaughn 

Waj£on Mound 

Zuni 


35 33 
4 4 
4 3 
1 (1 
(1 0 
0 I) 

12 n 
(1 (1 
fi (1 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

4 1 

0 o 

5 3 

0 0 

1 1 

o a 

3 3 

2 0 

6 2 

2 1 

(i n 

0 0 

1 l 

25 25 
0 0 

15 11 
0 0 
5 3 

0 0 
5 5 

1 1 
1 1 

0 0 

1 1 

0 o 
0 o 

3 1 
0 0 
0 0 
(1 0 
(1 0 


Statewide 


532 1% 



Staff Hepartmtnt of TJucatfon 



15 



STUDENT INDICATORS 



Student Enrollment Trends 

Between 1990-91 and 1992-93, overall student enrollment in New Mexico public schools increased 4,6 percent 
(2,4 percent between 1990-91 and 1991-92; 2.2 percent between 1991 -92 and 1992-93). In fact, enrollment grew in all 
major groupings— in grades kindergarten through 6 (3.2 percent), in grades 7 through 12 (5,3 percent), and in 
special education (12.4 percent). (See Figure 1.) 



FIGURE 1 



STUDENT ENROLLMENT TRENDS 



1990 91 lO 1992 93 



Total 
301,885 



lotal 
309,120 



300.000 



200.000 



100.000 
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Orudos K 6B 



Total 
315.781 




Student Hthnicity 

KimhI cm loilirtli il.iv enrollment figures, the ethnic composition of the entire student body for IWtf (H|»t, 
u ,m 4().H percent Anglo, 45.H percent I lis panic, 10.2 percent Native American, 2.3 percent African American 
percent A^ian. From IW-'M, the percentage of Anglo enrollment declined from 42.2 percent; however, 
I Ihpanicatul Native American enrollments increased -Hispanic from 44.9 percent and Native American fro 
penent. African American and Asian enrollment remained relatively stable. 
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FIGURE 2 

STUDENT ENROLLMENT BY ETHNICITY 
1992-93 

Asian 




Hispanic 
45.8% 

Source: 199243 40th Dty Stutert Um\b*%btyBMc*f f\tpwf 
SSDM October, ItM 



Percent of Graduating Seniors and College Applicants With District Rankings 

In IW2-93, the rate of New Mexico's high school seniors beginning the 12th grade who graduated ranged from a 
low of 50.0 percent (down from the prior year's 69.2 percent) to a high of 100 percent (28 districts tied). Of the 
districts achieving a 100 percent graduation rate, the numbers of graduates ranged from three students to 271 
students. (See Table 5.) 

The percentage of graduates applying to four-year institutions of higher learning ranged from a low of 9.1 percent 
( l atum District, n = 2 out of 22) to a high of 100 percent (Dora District, n = 6; Floyd, n - 8). In the case of graduates 
applying to two-year institutions, the percentages ranged from a low of 0.0 percent (twelve districts) to a high of 
72.7 percent (Tatum District, n = 16 out of 22). (See Table 5.) 
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Dropout Rates and District Rankings 

Dropout rates and district rankings arc presented in table 4 for the school years 1989-90 through 1 99 1- 92 for grades 
9-12 only. The dropout rate has decreased from 9.9% in 1989-90 to 7.4% in 1991-92. In part this decrease is the 
result of a change in the method of calculating the dropout rate; however, it follows the trend of a declining 
dropout rate for the pa^t three years. The new method for calculating the rate takes into account students who 
"drop back in" the following year. Because of this new method, data is not available until November for the 
previous school year. Hence, the data in the Accountability Rqwrt are one year behind. 

Dropout rates for school year 199 1-92 by ethnicity and gender are presented in table 3. The highest dropout rate by 
ethnicity is shown by African Americans at 8.9%>; however this is down from 10.9% in 1990-91. Native Americans 
bad a decrease of 5.0% in their dropout rate, Hispanics decreased 2.6%, Anglos decreased 1.6%, while Asians 
showed an increase of 1.0% in their dropout rate. The dropout rate for females decreased fmm9.1% in 1990-91 to 
7.0% in 1991-92 and males decreased from 10.3% to 7.7% in the same period. 



TABLE 3 

DROPUTS BY ETHNICITY AND GENDER 1991-92: GRADES 9-12 


Group 


Number of 
Dropouts 


Computed 
Membership 


Dropout 
Rate 


F.thnieitv 








Anglo 
Asian 

African American 
1 lis panic- 
Native American 


2,105 
57 
171 

3,148 
752 


32,565 
922 

1,760 
34,225 

8,976 


6.1% 
5.8% 
8.9 7< 
8.4% 
7.7% 


'Iota! 


6,233 


74,448 


7.4'/! 


("lender 








IV male 
Male 


2,879 
3,354 


38,438 
40,010 


7.0 f / 
7.7'/ 


'lot.il 


6,233 


78,448 


7.4% 
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NI VV MFXICO DROPOUT RATKS: GRADES 9-12 








19H9-90 


1989-9(1 


1W0-91 


1990-91 


lUOl ()T 

I *i 1 1 - f u 


10(11 U9 


« T , i'U" I 


RATE 


RANK 


R A I E 


RANK. 


RAT P 


t\f\ i N IV. 


Al AMOGORDO 


15.9 


K(. 


7.8 


64 


2.0 


26 


A i nuyui.Kcjur. 


12.1 


81 


12.2 


81 


10.4 


81 


ANIMAS 


0.fi 


10 


2.0 


11 


0 7 


15 


ART LSI A 


7.9 


60 


4 1 


32 


3.5 


37 


AZTEC 


7.2 


55 


4.1 


30 


4.7 




HELEN 


13.9 


85 


7 5 


<i2 


6 1 


64 


BERNALILLO 


127 


82 


247 


88 


8.1 


76 


RL.OOMFIEI.D 


10.2 


74 


17.4 


87 


13.4 


87 


CATITAN 


5.6 


41 


5.ii 


44 


4.1 


45 


CARLSBAD 


7.0 


52 


9.9 


74 


5.2 


58 


CARRIZOZO 


3.2 


25 


3.5 


24 


0.0 


1 


CENTRAL 


6.8 


49 


8.0 


66 


4.1 


45 


CHAM A VAI LEY 


1.2 


12 


6.1 


48 


1 .3 


18 


CIMARRON 


3.4 


27 


4.h 


37 


3.4 


35 


CLAYTON 


6.7 


47 


3.0 


16 


1.6 


19 


CLOUDCROFT 


1.7 


16 


3.1 


18 


2.5 


28 


CLOVIS 


6.9 


50 


8.3 


68 


6.8 


69 


COBRE 


9.6 


69 


II .0 


77 


6.7 


68 


CORONA 


0.0 


1 


3.3 


22 


0.0 


1 


CUBA 


7.4 


57 


9.0 


71 


1 1 .6 


85 


DEMINC 


9.2 


h7 


11.8 


80 


12.6 


86 


DES MOINES 


0.0 


1 


0.0 


1 


0.0 


1 

83 


DEXTER 


1.4 


15 


9.4 


72 


10.7 


DORA 


4.9 


35 


4.1 


30 


1.7 


21 


PULCE 


8.8 


65 


16.7 


86 


6.3 


65 


ELI DA 


0.0 


t 


7.7 


63 


0.0 


1 


ESP AN 01. A 


9.8 


71 


8.9 


70 


9.8 


80 


EST A NCI A 


3.8 


30 


5 I 


39 


0.0 


1 


EUNICE 


8 0 


61 


7.3 


61 


5.0 


55 


FARMING ION 


1 1.0 


7* 


13.8 


83 


6.5 


67 


FLOYD 


1.9 


L> 


28 


14 


0 0 


1 

34 


FT. SUMNER 


8.3 


h3 


4.3 


32 


3 3 


CADS PEN 


10. 1 


72 


10. 1 


75 


6 8 


69 


CAI LLP 


13.4 


84 


12.5 


82 


7.8 


74 


7,R ADY 


0.0 


1 


0.0 


1 


1 .8 


23 


GRANIS-ClBOI A 


11,5 


79 


1 1 .3 


/ n 


5.5 


61 


HACERMAN 


6.7 


47 


5.9 


46 


7.6 


73 


1 (A ICI I 


7.8 


59 


7.0 


58 


17.6 


88 


MOHBS 


8.1 


62 


6 8 


57 


2.7 


30 


1 IONPO V Ml FY 


7.3 


56 


6.7 


55 


7.4 


72 


1 IOLSI. 


3.4 


")*■• 


0 0 


1 


0.0 


1 

58 


IAI 






3 4 


23 


5.2 


II Ml / MiU'NI AIN 


5.0 


3«i 


14.0 


85 


0.0 


1 


II.MI / VAI 1 L^i 


* I.I 


11 


5.4 


41 


1.8 


23 


\ \KI AR 1 1 ICR 


8 3 


M 


5.7 


45 


3 0 


41 


1 \SCKI ( I s 


10 1 




10.7 


76 


7.8 


74 



-\ W \t.ttt 'f*r rui ttru nt I'f l tiuniiisn 



2 '/ 



:rlc 



19 



TABLE 4, continl'ep 




1989-90 


1989-90 


1990-91 


1 

1990-91 


1991-92" 


1991-92 


niSIKK'l 


RATE 


RANK 


RATE 


RANK 


RATE 


RANK 


I AS VEGAS CI IV 


1.2 


12 


3.1 


18 


1 .6 


V) 


i as vecas wes r 


15.9 


86 


6.0 


47 


4.2 


47 


I. or. AN 


3.1 


24 


3.1 


18 


5.9 


63 


l.ORDSBURG 


13.1 


83 


9.7 


73 


3.4 


35 


LOS ALAMOS 


1.9 


19 


1.6 


7 


3.9 


41 


LOS I.UNAS 


7.1 


54 


6.4 


52 


3.5 


37 


LOVING 


5.6 


41 


4.3 


32 


6.3 


65 


LOVING ION 


10,6 


76 


6.1 


48 


4.4 




MAGOALEN A 


19.0 


88 


1.9 


8 


0.0 


1 


MAXWELL 


5.0 


36 


5.4 


41 


2.6 


it) 


MELROSE 


3.7 


29 


2.2 


12 


2.0 




MESA VLSI' A 


o.n 


1 


0.0 


1 


2.9 


32 


MORA 


/ ./ 


58 


3.0 


16 


1.(1 


17 


MORI ARTY 


3.2 


25 


3.1 


18 


3.9 


41 


MOSQUF.RO 


0.0 


1 


3.6 


26 


0.0 


1 


MOUNTAINAIR 


L7 


16 


2.5 


13 


2.9 


TECOS 


6.0 


44 


5.1 




3.n 


41' 


PEN A SCO 


2.3 


23 


4.9 


38 


n £ 
I J.n 


in 


TOJOAQUE 


5.5 


40 


5.5 


43 


4.9 


r>4 


TORTALLS 


7.0 


52 


6.7 


55 


1 H 

l ./ 


ill 


QUEMADO 


1.7 


16 


4.4 


36 


4.8 




QUESTA 


w.H 


77 


7.0 


58 


3.5 




RATON 


4.7 


34 


7.9 


65 


6.8 


At) 

of 


RESERVE 


L2 


12 


3.6 


26 


0.0 


1 
I 

it) 


ROSWELL 


8 8 


65 


7.0 


58 


1 1 


ROY 


0.0 


1 


0.0 


1 


U.U 


1 
1 


ruihoso 


6.9 


50 


8.1 


67 


1 i n 
1 1 .11 


n4 


SAN JON 


0.0 


1 


1 .9 


8 


1 w 




SANTA EE 


11.8 


80 


1 1 .5 


"711 

79 


in j 


81 


SANTA ROSA 


4.4 


31 


2.9 


i c: 
ID 


C 1 

j . 1 


J / 


SILVER CITY 


5.8 


43 


6.2 


50 


4.2 


47 


SOCORRO 


4.5 


32 


6.4 


52 


5.2 


58 


SPRINGER 


5.0 


36 


4.0 


29 


9.0 


78 


TAOS 


6.2 


45 


4.3 


32 


0.2 


14 


TATUM 


4.(i 


33 


1.9 


8 


45 


51 


TEX ICO 


5.3 


39 


3.5 


24 


2.7 


30 


TRUTH OR CONS! O 


10 3 


75 


8.5 


h l > 


9.2 


7*1 


TUCUMCAKI 


h.fi 


46 


6.2 


5(1 


8.9 


7 * 


TULAROSA 


9 5 


68 


6.6 


54 


5.7 


62 


VAUGHN 


(1 0 


1 


0.0 


1 


0.(1 


1 

44 


WAGON MOUNM 


2 li 


21 


3.8 


28 


4.0 


/UNI 


9.7 


70 


13.9 


8 


5.0 


55 
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STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT INDICATORS 

Introduction 

Student achievement is measured with several state mandated assessments. These assessments are of various types: 
criterion-referenced, norm-referenced, and performance-based. A criterion-referenced test is designed to provide 
information on the specific knowledge or skills possessed by a student. The High School Competency Examination 
is a criterion-referenced examination. These examinations indicate whether or not a student performs a given task 
satisfactorily. The student is not compared to any group of students; rather, the student's skill at a given task is 
evaluated. Scores on a criterion-referenced test are a measure of what the individual student knows or can do. 

The Iowa Tests of BasicSkills (ITBS), on theother hand, is a norm-referenced examination, a test designed to provide 
information on how well a student performs in comparison toother students; that is,a student is compared statewide 
and nationally to either the mathematical mean (average) or the median (middle) score of all students tested. The 
student, rather than demonstrating a competency on task, is placed on a continuum with all the other students tested 
to show the student's ability in relation to those other students. 

The New Mexico Portfolio Writing Assessment is a state-mandated, performance-based examination. With a 
performance-based test, the student actually performs a task. With the writing assessment, the student actually 
produces a piece of writing under a given set of guidelines; the piece is then compared to a rubric, or a set of criteria, 
and scored accordingly. 

The scores for the ITBS and the High School Competency Examination, state-mandated tests, are reported with 
district rankings. One other test is also reported here; while not a state-mandated examinat inn, the ACT is the college 
entrance examination used in New Mexico. Although the ACT is a norm-referenced examination, the AC T should 
not be used as an indicator of the general performance of New Mexico high school students. The ACT is an indicator 
only of those students expressing an interest in attending college, and how well they might perform at the college 
level. 

New Mexico Portfolio Writing Assessment-Grades 4 and 6 

The Portfolio Writing Assessment, a performance-based assessment, is administered to all fourth and sixth grade 
students in New Mexico. A writing assessment was mandated by the Public School Reform Act (1986). Belween 
1986and 1991, New Mexico schools were utiii/.ing the Direct Writing Assessment ingrades 4and 6. This assessment 
provided secure prompts, revealed to the student only at the time of testing. Interest in portfolio assessment and 
a national trend toward assessments that are instructional led the State Department of Education to design and I utilize 
a new approach to the assessment of student writing. In 1992, for the first time, students in grades four and six were 
given the opportunity to participate in the Portfolio Writing Assessment, a newly constructed writing assessment 
program designed by the State Department of Education in collaboration with the State Evaluation Advisory 
Committee and educators from across the State. 

For this assessment, three prompts are provided at each grade level. Farly in the school year, the teacher is provided 
with these prompts and a guide which assists the writer in understanding the criteria for good writing. The teacher 
provides lessons for the class and the student writes toward the assigned topic until both the teacher and student 
.ire satisfied that the student's pieceof writing demonstrates his best efforts. This is repeated witheach prompt. Pre- 
writing activities and drafts are stored in the student's portfolio for reviewand reflection. In the spring, the prompt 
selected for scoring by theState Department of Education is announced. The teacher and student then work together 
to select the hest pieceof writing for transcribing onto a scorable booklet. Thestudent's writing is thenscored against 
a wet of criteria withscore points ranging from 1 through6, 6being the highest score possible. Although not mandated 
for the eighth grade, districts have the option of using this instructional and assessment tool for their eighth grade 
students. This provides an additional checkpoint for students before they are required to pass the written 
composition portion of the I ligh School Competency Examination, first administered at grade ten. 
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New Mexico Achievement Assessment (ITBS) - Grades 3, 5, and 8 

'The New Mexico Achievement Assessment is administered to all third, fifth, and eighth grade students in New 
Mexico public schools. The norm -re fere need test used for this purpose is the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS). On 
a norm-referenced test, a student's score is interpreted by comparing it to the performance of other students. 
Whether or not a student knows more or less than other students is the important guide. The ITBS is used to obtain 
standardized student achievement data for nationwide and statewide comparisons in the content areas of Listening 
and Word Analysis (atgrades K - 2oniy), Vocabulary, Reading Comprehension, Language Skills, Work-Study Skills, 
Mathematics Skills (comprised of concepts, problems and computation), Social Studies, and Science. The State 
requires that districts use the ITBS in the areas of Vocabulary, Reading Comprehension, Spelling, and Mathematics 
Skills. Districts have the option of ad ministering any or all of the other subtests available. The results of these tests 
are used primarily for accountability purposes and programmatic decisions in accreditation and budget review. 
Median percentiles are reported. To understand these results, a median is defined as the middle score. The median 
national percentile is always 50. By looking at the reported scores for the norm-referenced test, the reader is able 
to determine how far above or below the national median a particular district has scored. 

College Entrance Examination (ACT) Results 

The other norm-referenced test administered in New Mexico is the ACT, used as a college entrance examination. 
Results of the ACTare not representative of the high school students as a whole in New Mexico; rather, ACT scores 
are reflective of only those high school students expressing an interest in pursuing a college education for the 
particular year in which the test is taken. Thus, there is no norming date for the ACT, as each year's test is normed 
against itself. ACT results for the 1990-91 and 1991-92 school years are presented in Table 9. For further analysis 
of the ACT results, please refer to the SDE's ''New Mexico Enhanced ACT and SAT Results". 

Both norm-referenced tests administered in New Mexico, the ITBS (1992-93 results) and the ACT (1991-92 results), 
are reported by district clusters in Table 10. The cluster analysis is based on five factors selected by SDE personnel 
on the basis of national research. The intent here is to group districts along similar socio-economic-demographic 
variables that influence instruction (and thereby, test results) over which the school district has no control. Further 
explanationand district clusters wercgiven in the Introduction. The reader should note, however, that two rankings 
are given inTable 10, the district's ranking among the 88 districts, as well as a "Within Cluster Rank/' When reading 
this table, interpretation of results should be based not only on a district's state ranking, but how thestatc ranking 
places the district when ranked within its cluster. 

The New Mexico High School Competency Examination 

Beginning with the ninth grade class of 1986-87, New Mexico public school students are required to pass the New 
Nlexico Hig h School Competency Examination (NMHSCF.) to receive a New Mexico public high school diploma. The 
school year 1989-90 was the first year that graduating seniors were required to pass the examination. Seniors who 
do not pass the examination but fulfill the other course and credit requi rements are given the option of graduating 
with a certificate of completion or returning within the next five years to retake the NMHSCE, pass it and receive 
a diploma. Students also may receive an exemption, waiver or modification to the exam based on their enrollment 
in bilingual education or special education programs (and whether or not appropriate specification is noted on the 
student's Individual Education rian-I.E.P.). The NMHSCE assesses competencies in the content areas of reading, 
language arts, mathematics, science, and social studies as well as written composition. Students, taking the test for 
the first time in the tenth grade, must pass ail six subtests in order to receive a high school diploma. Sophomores 
who fail any part of the NMHSCE have another chance in their junior year and two chances in their senior year to 
succrssfuliy complete the exam bcTore graduation deadlines. 
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Test domain specifications which describe the specific knowledge and skills that are assessed by the examination 
were originally developed with the assistance and review of the Statewide Assessment Task Force and colleagues 
around the state and put into place with the first administration of the NMHSCE during the 1987-88 school year. 
As the exam has evolved over the past six years, new test items have been added, old ones replaced and even newer 
open-ended and constructed -response type items are now being piloted. These changes are leading toward a 
completely revised exam, with new domain specifications, which will be in existence by the 1995-96 school year. 
Individuals from the New Mexico Department of Education, local New Mexicoschool districts, institutions of higher 
education as well as publishers' representatives haveallbeen, and are now being, involved in thecreationand review 
of new test bank items. 

Thestatewide summary (Figure 7) for the three years 1990-91 to 1992-93 which indicates the percent of tenthgrade 
students passing the NMHSCE on their first attempt shows a continuous increase, from 74.9$ in 1990-91, to 7ft$ in 
1991-92, and to 84.1% in 1992-93. 

Of the 16,981 tenth grade students to attempt all six subtests in 1992-93,84.1% passed all six subtests. This figure 
surpasses by eight percentage points the number of sophomores in 1991-92 who passed the whole test. Passing 
percentages also increased this year on five of the six individual subtests over 1991-92 (see figure 8). In specific terms 
progress was made in every subtest except science. The largest gain was in the area of written composition, where 
the percent passing rose from 92.3%. in 1991-92 to 98.4% in 1992-93. The percentage passing the math subtest rose 
from 91.7% to 94.0$; percentage passing social studies increased from 92,8% to 94,9%; percentage passing reading 
went from 94.3$ to 95.0%; and the percentage passing language arts increased from 92,2% to 92.9'/, The only 
decrease in a percentage of sophomores passing any subtest from 1991-92 to 1992-93 was in the science content area 
where the percentage went from 93,2% to 92.1 % . 

A review of the results by ethnic background of tenth grade students shows an increase in percentage passing all 
six subtests (in the first attempt for all ethnicgroups for 1992-93 over l )2: the Anglo group increased fromKK.fiV* 
to93.87r; the Asiangroup increased from 857^ to88,8#; the Bluckgroup increased from UU { H to72.1 %\ the I lispanii 
group increased from 70.5% to 78.5%; and the Native American group increased hum fiO.OVI to 7(). 4 )'a . 

Reading Assessment — Grades 1 and 2 

The legislation passed during the 1989 Legislative Session modified the language ul the Public School Reform Act 
(PM») that author ized the New Mexico Reading Assessment for grades one and two 1 his modification removed 
the requirement that this assessment be norm referenced. Since thai time, a committee o! reading specialists met 
in the 1989- 1 )!) school vear to further develop and refine the reading assessment process Jheir recommendations 
requested that each local school district select on mate a reading assessment procedure to utilize in that particular 
district and report the aggregated data to the New Mevico I Vpartment ol I dotation. I hose proccdun-s were 
reviewed by local school districts arid approved bv the Department of education. All New Mexico local school 
districts have been following these plans now lor the past three year's. I lowevrr, an increasing awareness has been 
evprcs^ed that the current reporting procedures are not as instructional! y Ivneficial to the individual schools and 
classroom teachers as they could be. 1 h. -rehire, during the 1 W2- C tt school year, a Reading Assessment Review 
Committee, comprised of state and local sdiool district personnel familiar with early childhood reading strategies, 
met to attempt to create an optional reading assessment model that could be disseminated statewide for use during 
Local school districts would still have options concerning the use of appropriate reading assessment 
procedures for their particular student populations, but they would now have another model of reading assessment 
(to include liter acv assessment )at their disposal. I his new optional reading assessment model is being disseminated 
during the fall ol 1 ( > ( >3. Local school districts, t ire also encouraged to work with tin* New Mexico Department of 
1 dotation in developing, creating, and /or revising any new or revised reading assessment models that may be 
appropriate for their student populations. Sinu- the reading assessment being used bv districts are not comparable, 
no umipa rison or rankings are presented. 
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Nl-W MEXICO PORTFOLIO WRITING ASSESSMENT 



1W2-').! SUilcwidc Summary lor Grades 4 and f> 



llnlislie 

Score 


I & 1.5 


2 At 2.5 


3 & 3.5 


4 & 4.5 


5 & 5.5 


6 


tirade 4 














Number 




12,2^) 


ft,K57 


1,530 


2 1 2 


20 


Pimm 




55.2'/' 


30 X'v 






0.1 ^ 


Grade U 














Number 


mi 


5.4fi5 


K,K03 


4,781 


1,427 


137 


Percent 


2M r 4 


25.7'/? 


41.7'? 


22. 4'f 


U.T't 


O.tV/r 



NO'n : : PtTfCMilJigCH hascd on M-uraMr p;ijn'rs only. 
SDI Oih.Ivr 1U«J 



lie; uk I x 

NEW MEXICO ITBS/J PERCENTILE SCORE BY CONTENT AREA 

GRADE 3 

Median National Percentile = 50 
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FIGURE 5 

NEW MEXICO ITBS/J PERCENTILE SCORE BY CONTENT AREA 

GRADE 5 



Median National Percentile = 50 
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NEW MEXICO ITBS/J PERCENTILE SCORE BY CONTENT AREA 

GRADE 8 



Median National Percentile = 50 
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FIGURE 7 

HIGH SCHOOL COMPETENCY EXAMINATION 
Percentage of 1 0th Grade Students 
Passing All Six Subtests Attempted 




1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 



SOE October t<i<n 

FIGURE 8 

HIGH SCHOOL COMPETENCY EXAMINATION 
Performance by Subtests 
Grade 10; Percent Passing on First Attempt 
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1992-93 WRITING ASSESSMENT: GRADE 4 
NUMBIR AND PERCENT C)I STUDENTS AT EACH HOLISTIC SCORE 
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1992-93 WRITING ASSESSMENT: GRADE 4 
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF STUDENTS AT EACH HOLISTIC SCORE 
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1492-91 WRITING ASSESSMENT: GRAPH 4 
NUMItER AND PERCENT OH STUDENTS AT EACH HOLISTIC SCORE 
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l**¥2-«n WKI I ING ASSESSMENT: GRADF 4 
NIMH IK AND EEKCI N 1 OF STUDENTS AT EACH HOLISTIC SCORE 
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28. 


* 1 


1'' 


HI 


24 


7 1 


; j v \ , . 

1 'l> M- T < > 


35 


r»i< 


II 


711 


35 


2 


52 


K. 


(.1 


4 


11 


3i 


1 '! VI 1 1% 


32 


hH 


. !,J 


~y 


;2 


f.4 


I ■< K \ 


75 


» 


V) 


11 


II 


h5 


! 'U i 1 


IH 


M 


IH 


52 


20 


85 


ill! -A 


'.• 1 


1 


4H 


52 


70 


1 


i ; : ! W 'i '■ 


25 


::i 


U 


7h 


H 


1.5 


1 M W 1 \ 


5" 


12 


f»2 


1. 


35 


52 


1 I M. i 

I \KM'' ;«>**. 


5 1 
4h 


15 
12 


1 . 
IH 


17 
2 m 


j'l 
I 1 


'1 

- ' 


| | . >*i I i 




KU 


U 


711 


4 1 


25 


1 1 Si W .1 K 


14 


21 


50 


25 


4 1 


J i 


• . \ ! ! 1 \ 


25 
lh 


75 
K5 


21 
I *' 


H2 
HI 


21 
21 


H i 

H 1 


( . 1* \ ! ■ ' 


5h 


i l 


5 1 


lh 


hh 


3 


l .1- \\ ' ^ '!■'*' \ 


28 


71 


4H 


52 


15 


52 


I | ' ! 1 * '. \ 

II i • i 
II -11 * 


25 




17 


hi 


2h 


78 


1 4 


H2 


34 


70 


50 


15 


4b 


12 


42 


lh 


35 


52 


II • V. " 


39 


48 


\? 


17 


31 


59 


1 1 

1 • • 


17 


54 




1 


52 


12 


44 


21 


47 


15 


45 


19 


I 1 4 li . 1 ' : ' • .. 


19 


82 


r 


H7 


28 


75 


, M, 

; \m • ! f • 


39 


4H 


4H 


52 


V) 


lh 


25 
3% 


75 
5h 


4'i 
15 


17 

r 


45 
17 


19 
I 1 


! ' • • i 


4h 


12 


51 




38 


42 




35 


5h 


14 


71) 


2 1 


H2 






Ih 




1 1 


hh 


\ 




41 


t<. 


42 


Ih 


|7 


43 




7(1 


4 




1 


70 


1 




"5 




lh 


1,8 


H 


fo 




4 2 


IP 


17 


f.l 


40 


15 




42 


4i» 


14 


70 


1 1 


-4 




NO 




h 


41 


11 




1 »»H 


h 


IH 


jf- 




HI 




M 




5w 


1 I 




12 



1cJ 



:RIC 



3 ( > 



TAHLE 8, <- hn i in m i> 



1992-93 1 1 BS/J BASIC COMPOSITE SCORES: GRADES 3, 5, AND 8 
BASED ON MEDIAN PERCENTILE 







i 


C r K A I M 


5 


( 


KAPI 8 


mil. i uir I 


St'( )RI 


RANK 


SC'( )R t 


RANK 


SC ( )K 1 


RANK 


MLSA VIM A 




16 


4H 


26 


31 


65 


\1< )RA 


44 


37 


24 


77 


31 


h5 


MOR|AKI> 


■14 


21 


56 


14 


50 


15 


Mi >son Hu 


hi 


11 


48 


26 


57 


7 


Mol'NIAIVMK 


44 


17 


45 


17 


28 


75 


I'l 11 is 


34 


66 


42 


46 


31 


65 


I'l NASCO 


44 


21 


42 


16 


36 


50 


rou >aoii 


41 


46 


42 


46 


16 


50 


I't )1<!AI \S 


52 


16 


4H 


2h 


53 


10 


(Jl'l MAI nl 


44 


21 


37 


63 


50 


15 


oris I A 


35 


56 


45 


37 


45 


14 


K A 1 0 \ 


15 


56 


40 


52 


35 


52 


Kl-M KVI 


70 


4 


62 


6 


43 


25 


ROSVVI 1 1 


42 


41) 


45 


37 


43 


25 


Ro^ 


44 


37 


54 


16 


53 


10 


Kl II H iS< > 


42 


40 


40 


52 


37 


43 


SAN IO\ 


?V 


1 


53 


IH 


34 


3b 


>A.\ 1 A II 


\ 


5fi 


5 1 


14 


47 


18 


SAVI A ROSA 


14 


4H 


40 


52 


37 


43 


Ml VI Rc in 


:h 


71 


17 


b^ 


37 


43 


SOt OR|<( i 


■12 


•Ml 


16 


68 


34 


36 


SPKINtil K 


I. 1 


; 


61 




.11 


54 


I AOS 


l«l 


IK 


40 


52 


41 


25 


IA I I'M 


44 


21 


M 


5 


35 


52 


11 Ml c ) 


14 


21 


65 


1 


37 


43 


IKtMl IOR u >\M o 




68 


4 r i 


17 


15 


52 


ll'Cl'ML A Kl 


46 




48 


26 


14 


36 


\ I'l A ROSA 


14 


4H 


17 


hi 


26 


78 


VAUW1N 


\\ 


7(1 


2* 


74 


34 


16 


VVAfioN M» U'NI > 


\b 


MS 


14 


84 


17 


86 


/L'Nl 


I 1 


88 


22 


8 1 


n 


87 


S1AII VVHM 


W 


42 


14 
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TAB I K 9 

ACT COMPOSITIi SCORES AND DISTRICT RANKINGS 




1440-41 


1441 


.42 




1440-41 


1 441 


.42 


DISIRICI 


SCORI- 


RANK 


SCORI 


RANK 


PIS 1 R1C 1 


SCORI 


K A iN K 


SC( )RI- 


RANK 


ai amoookdo 


20.7 


/ 


21.2 


ft 


1 AK1 ARTHUR 


14.2 


34 


1b.3 


85 


ai Bugui Rgur 


21.3 


3 


21.2 


h 


1 ASCRUCLS 


2il.7 


7 


20. h 


12 


ANIMAS 


17.4 


b4 


18.4 


44 


1 AS VI CAS cii\ 


1 4.0 


43 


14.5 


30 


ARILSIA 


14.6 


31 


14,5 


3D 


I AS VI CAS VVLS 1 


lb. 8 


74 


1b.4 


74 


A/.IIC 


14.7 


24 


14.1 


37 


kk;an 


14,h 


31 


1H.7 


42 


Ml 1 1 N 


20,1 


20 


14 


40 


1 ORI ISKt'KCi 


! 7.h 


b3 


17.h 


b4 


HI RNAI II 1(1 


17.4 


b4 


17.5 


t>4 


1 OS AI AMI )S 


2 .1 


1 


24.8 


1 


kioomiii i d 


14,4 


2b 


20.4 


4 


IOS 1 UNAS 


2(1,1 


20 


14.0 


1 2 


CAM 1 AN 


20.11 


23 


18.2 


50 


iovinc; 


15.8 


85 


lb. 4 


74 


CARLSBAD 


20. h 


1 1 


20.2 


16 


IOVINOION 


14.2 


34 


14.3 


34 


CAKKI/O/O 


2L0 


4 


22. h 


3 


MAGIMI IN A 


18,1 


51 


I7.li 


b4 


CI N IKAI 


1h.4 


78 


17.1 


77 


MAXWII 1 


in (1 


5H 


14 1 


33 


CI 1 AM A VAI 1 1 ^ 


1H.2 


53 


17.5 


t>4 


MM ROSI 


14 4 


37 


14 1 


,17 


CIMARRON 


17. h 


b3 


18 


5h 


MKS A VIS 1 A 


17 h 


h ? 


lb 


8h 


CI AVION 


14.0 


4J 


21.4 


5 


MORA 


1H 0 


58 


14 \ 


u 


CMU'IK ROI I 


20.7 


7 


211. b 


12 


MORI AR l\ 


215 


i 


1\ h 


\ 


CI C) VIS 


20.4 


5 


20.4 


4 


MOSQUI R(1 


20 0 


2 l 


lh \ 


HI 


C< WK1 


1 [1 


5H 


17.7 


hi 


MOUN I AINAIK 


lh.8 




Hi *• 


H \ 


CORONA 


IM.S 


35 


18 


id 


li COS 


15.4 


8(i 


1 « 


'Hi 


Cl'H A 


17.3 


h7 


17.5 


(>4 


liNASCO 


20 7 




1 '< 


lh 


ni misc. 


14.7 


24 


14. ti 


28 


PO|(lAQl'l 


1H 4 


48 


Jin 


1 H 


nis moim s 


14 1 


42 


17.li 


hi 


I'ORl AI LS 


20 4 


lb 




1 


i n x 1 1 k 


1 M .CI 


43 


18.2 


5(1 


QUI M ADO 


18 7 


50 


i fi 


; m 


DORA 


20.5 


[4 


I7.b 


hi 


QULS1 A 


lh.0 


84 


|li 4 


"4 


Dl'K 1 


17.h 


h3 


15 4 


87 


KA ION 


20.5 


14 


| H h 


1 1 


1 1 IDA 


17.8 


b2 


17.7 


hi 


RLSI KM 


20.1 


20 


21.1 


H 


1 SPANOI A 


1 / .3 




! 7.4 


5M 


KOSVVI 1 1 


20. h 


\ i 


20 7 


1 1 


LSI A NCI A 


145 


35 


|8.b 


43 


ROY 


20.4 


1b 


21) 


1 H 


1 I'NK I 


17.4 




1 8.2 


50 


It 1 111 \t \ 


14.4 


2b 


1 l f 8 


^b 


( ARMINC. ION 


20,b 


1 1 


1 4.4 


i -i 


SAN JON 


20.0 


23 


17 b 


b4 


IIOM) 


15.4 


8b 


17.7 


hi 


SAN 1 A I I 


20.4 


5 


20.5 


IS 


I I. SI MM R 


18 8 


44 


18.5 


4 b 


SAN i A ROSA 


20.4 


1h 


lM.b 


4 3 


(iADSDI N 


I 7.5 


fi7 


18.1 


54 


SIIVIRCIIY 


14.2 


34 


14.5 


3(1 


C.AI 1 IT 


17.1 


7h 


17 


78 


SOCORRO 


14. h 


31 


14.4 


22 


OKADY 


lb.1 


83 


20 


18 


SPRING! R 


1b. h 


7S 


17 3 


73 


CRAN 1S CIIU1I A 


IK 4 


51 


14 


40 


IAOS 


14.(1 


43 


14.7 


27 


IIA(il KM AN 


14, H 


28 


17.5 


h4 


1 A 1 I'M 


17,4 


hi 


18.2 


50 


IIAICII 


17.4 


hM 


17 4 


5* 


irxico 


17.1 


7h 


14 | 


37 


1 IOHHS 


203 


1 4 


20 1 


17 


IRUIllORCONsig. 


1 H.I 


5 5 


14.4 


T "» 


IIONIN ) VAI 1 1 V 


1b.7 


82 


17.2 


75 


IUCUMCAKI 


18.1 


55 


20 


l« 


IIOl'SI 


17 2 


75 


22.8 


2 


1111 AROSA 


18.1 


5 5 


18 1 


54 


1 M 


14,|, 


.31 


18.5 


4b 


VAUGHN 


14 () 


43 


14.3 


34 


II Ml / MOCN 1 AIN 


17 4 


hM 


1 1 h.b 


H2 


WAGON MOl'ND 


14.3 


38 


17.3 


73 


|l Ml / VAI 1 1 V 


18.2 


53 


| 17.2 


75 


/.UNI 


15.4 


8b 


14.4 
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TABLE 10 

1992-93 Il BS/j AND 1991-92 ACT RANKINGS BY SCHOOL CLUSTER 





\ 1 US liRAMI 3 


IIHSgiRAMI 5 


IIHSCRAMIH 


AC TSl/ORKS 




1992-93 


1992-93 


1992-93 


1MM2-43 


1MM2-43 


1992-43 


1991-92 


1991-92 




S 1 A II 


C I US UK 


S I A IT 


ci us ii R 


S 1 A Ii 


CI US U K 


S I A 1 1 


Cl.LJSMK 


DISIKK 1 


RANK 


RANK 


RANK 


RANK 


RANK 


RANK 


RANK 


RANK 


* i 1 1 1 'i 1 1 ■ i u ■ 1 1 ■ i 
M 01 *Jl 1 K'Jl 1 


41) 


h 


26 






i 

•4 






A l< 1 Ivm A 


21 


I 




•> 


lh 




10 


1 2 


01 1 1 S" 




1 i 




1 0 




| 1 


40 


1 h 


111 1 M 1 k * 1 1 1 1 1 i 


5<» 


1 1 


3 2 


1 o 


V , A 


\ A 


y 


\ 


1 ' A 1 l> 1 1l *• ' 

» ,f\\ '.»! i\ •» 


75 




H2 


1 - 

1 J 


H 1 


1 f> 


54 


1 7 


1 AS I l» 1 ». 1 


">h 


I 1 


17 




4 1 


1 o 


1 1 
i _ 




1 A > \ i » «.'A . • I III 


\ 1 


4 


1 ^ 




1 41 


ty 




1 2 


lit! A 1 A 1 ll II 

It ,v > Al AM' 1 ' 


4 


1 


1 


i 
1 


1 
I 


J 


1 




f i ii t 1 'V \ ■ 
1 1 >S 1 I ,NA ' 


5 ft 


1 1 


hK 


1 4 




J " 


~> t 


«j 


1 | il'lV / 1 i i *• 
| I l\ 1 N* • 1 1 ' *• 


4() 


h 


70 


[h 




1 1 


14 


1 n 


1 'I lii 1 A l 1 1 1 


4h 


9 


-4n 


i) 


r .l) 


1 2 


1 H 




1 '( )U 1 A 1 Is 


1 h 


"> 






10 


■> 


I 2 


4 


S A \ 1 A 1 i 


5h 


1 1 


1 V 


T 


1 H 


~\ 


1 5 


(, 


CM V*l U 1 1 1 \ 
>ll \ 1 |\ V 1 1 1 


7 1 


1 h 


h 1 


I 1 


4 1 


10 


30 


1 2 


Si »H. MsKl » 


411 


o 


hH 


t I 

1 •i 


lii 


fi 


2 1 


u 


1 At IS 


4H 


1 1) 


0- 




2*> 






] i 


I 1 *i "1 * V ti * A V 1 

ILLL \\\~ Aim 


32 


4 


2h 


5 


lo 


h 


IH 


7 


ANIMAS 


Z 1 

J*4 


1 t 


17 


15 


1 2 




49 


1 1 


I'AI'UAN 




1 ^ 




2 


11 


14 


50 


12 


( 'A H KM /OA 1 


7 


5 


15 


14 


5 


4 


.1 


i 


V. l.vl/\ In f\> ',N 


/ 


c 
J 


i " 


1 2 


7 


6 


5d 


14 


ft aytov 

\-\ AT 1 ^ ' i >* 


«1 1 




1 4 






7 


5 


3 


L 1 a ' L 1 r V- I\V ' I 1 


(JC 


i a 


1 ^ 


1 2 




5 


12 


5 




4H 


1 f> 


H8 


19 


71 


IH 


5h 


14 


1 M »> i*lv 'liNI jT> 


1 A 


1 0 


i> 


4 


31 


14 


hi 


17 


I )ORA 


T 


j 


1 J 


5 


65 


17 


n \ 


17 


J.] J] -) A 


■> 
.} 




32 


17 


1 


1 


hi 


Ih 


1 .L INK 1 . 


1 C 
1 J 




.17 


15 


71 


IH 


50 


12 


fu Al\\ 


1 1 




1 (> 


9 


.1 


i 


IH 


fi 


t ii ii "m 

I II 'L. n 1 


54 


17 


I 


I 


12 


9 


> 


I 


1 l K I A N 


)h 


ID 


11 




1 




42 


ID 


Ml I .Ki >SI 


7 




I I 




12 


9 


17 


l ) 


Ql' I.MAI H i 


21 


1 1 


(. t 


IH 


15 


12 


2H 


H 


Kl.M RVI- 


4 


1 


fi 


.1 


25 


13 




1 


HOY 


17 




If. 


9 


10 


H 


IH 


(i 


SAN |ON 




i 


IH 


1 I 


Ih 


Ifi 


h4 


17 


HI-KNAI II Ml 


75 


m 


HI) 


1 I 


7H 


1 1 


h9 


10 


CI NIKAI CO\s* 


71 


H 


HI) 


1 1 


75 


10 


77 


1 1 


COHKl- t'ONS 


r>f> 


1 


70 


7 


71 




nl 




Ml MINC 




4 


70 




52 


fi 


2H 


1 


IMWNiH A 


7:> 


ID 


7d 


•I 


bb 


H 


59 


6 


C,M | IT 


H5 


1 \ 


HI 


11 


HI 


11 


7H 


12 


liKAVIs Il»< '1 A 


71 


H 


r->2 


4 


5 ' 


(\ 


40 


1 


loKM'.HI'Ki, 


In 


I 


Ui 


\ 


41 


4 


h4 


H 


M V . 1 i A 1 I r J A 


Mil 


U 


(l 


1 


.11 


i 


h4 


K 


UllMA 


">f> 


4 


37 


> 


19 


1 


79 


13 


•;AMA Hi i'. A 


4H 


i 


r, 2 


4 


41 


4 


43 


4 


1 1 1 A K* i'.A 


4H 


T 


hi 


h 


7H 


11 


54 


5 


VAl • 


70 


7 


79 


10 


.16 


1 


34 


-> 
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TABLE 10, CONTINUED 

1992-93 ITBS/J AND 1991-92 ACT RANKINGS BY SCHOOL CLUSTER 



msiKici 



I-.STANUA 
HOYP 

it suMNi k 

I lAtfl-RMAN 
1AI 

i aki ; aki1ii k 
ioviv; 

MAXWI I I 
FA I I'M 
I l-.XICO 



CHAM A 
CUHA 

I >L'I CI- 
I1AICII 
IIO\l*> 

II Ml / MOL'Vl Al\ 
H Ml / VM ! I > 

i as vm;as vvim 

MLS A VIS I \ 

Mi IK A 

MOSQL I l« 1 

MOL'Vl AINAIK 

IM O is 

IM NASCO 

KA lO\ 

Sl'KIV.I K 

UA( H\ \\i H i 

/LM 

A I AM< « ;i * i 

A/I U 

I AKI sim ' 

l I i >VN 

I AKMIM.h >\ 

I l< »hli , 1 

\U iKIAK n 

KosUI I I 

HI || K >M 1 

I IM 111' »!•■ i ' »V-I \ 



I I BS C.KAOI 3 



1992-43 1992-^3 
STATI CKUSITK 
RANK RANK 



6vS 

12 

80 
21 
75 
21 

■HI 
b 

21 
21 



II 

3 
9 
I 

I 

1 



hhsc;raw:5 



1992-93 1442-93 
STMT CLUSTER 
RANK RANK 



77 
6 
70 
25 
63 
35 
17 
61 
26 



11 

3 

10 
4 
8 
6 
7 
8 



nns grahfh 



1992-93 
ST A IF 
RANK 



1442-43 
CI US I I K 
RANK 



ACTSCORIS 



1991-92 
STA II* 
KANK 



1991-92 

ci us n- k 

RANK 



6b 


1 1 


52 


8 


71 


1 1 


84 


lb 


«4 


lh 


52 


H 


H2 


1 I 


70 


12 


4« 




37 


4 


82 


1 1 


87 


IH 


48 




52 


H 


3 b 


g 


70 


12 


Ih 


3 


2b 


"> 


37 


5 


77 


14 


11 


i 


2b 


•> 


V 


3 


37 


4 


bb 


1 1 


4n 


b 


21 


4 


4b 


b 


5b 


9 


52 


8 


7 


I 


9 


1 


85 


i: 


H4 


lb 


8H 


IK 




15 


21 


i 


2b 




I 1 


I 


19 




12 


3 


2h 




21 




4 b 


8 






2b 




12 


5 


4 b 


8 


21 




14 


I 


4(1 


8 


17 


b 


•ill 


8 


r *2 


ID 


brt 


10 


17 


h 



64 

52 
25 
25 
78 
45 
43 
33 
HI 
52 
43 

59 
71 

H5 
! 5 
39 
75 
36 
H2 
65 
b5 

75 
b5 
50 
52 
59 
86 
H7 

24 
14 
41 
31 

23 

52 
15 
25 

n 



5 
1 

1 1 



50 
43 
61 
4b 

b4 
4b 
65 

79 
13 
50 
37 



b 
1 
H 
4 
4 
4 
1 1 
10 
I 
6 



6 


64 


6 


12 


h9 


b 


lb 


87 


17 


J 


59 


5 


h 


73 


111 


11 


82 


13 


\ 


75 


1(1 


15 


79 


12 


4 


8 b 


lb 


4 


34 


1 


1 


84 


1 3 


13 


81 


14 


g 


56 


4 


4 


4b 




5 


43 




b 


73 


H 


17 


73 


8 


IH 


88. 


;h 


3 


h 


i 


2 


17 






lb 


;i 


b 


9 


\ 


4 


) i 






17 


h 


1 
t 


\ 

1 1 


1 

4 




26 


y 
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TABLE 11 










HIGH SCHOOL COMPETENCY EXAMINATION: 






PERCENT OI GRADE 10 STUDENTS PASSING ALL SUBTESTS ON FIRS Y A' ITEM PI 








1941-92 


i4m:-s.i 


PIS 1 RIC 1 


I'l IUTN I 


RANK 


I'l-RLTN 1 


RANK 




i\ r> ^ 


A I AMOC.OKIX1 


HI ) 2% 


U.I 


82.3 ?< 


28 




1 ^ 


A I HCQLTROU' 


82.0% 


17 


82,7% 


2? 




^8 


AM MAS 


72.51 


53 


H7 5 % 


I n 


8 1 9 ^ 


48 
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HIGH SCHOOL COMPETENCY EXAMINATION: 
PERCENT OE GRADE 10 STUDENTS PASSING ALL SUBTESTS ON FIRST ATTEMPT 
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FINANCIAL INDICATORS 

State General Fund Appropriations 

Since the inception of the sijti-'s public school funding formula, known as the State Equalization Guarantee*, more 
than 1 '0 pi rcent ot the total operational funding flowing to the 88 districts has come from state General f ; und 
appropriations. Over the last ihree academic years, the actual amount of money appropriated for the schools has 
increased due to both enrollment growth and statutory changes, topping the one billion dollar mark for the lust 
lime in l (,(, 2 °3. (See l imine l >.) Puring that same period of time, the schools share of the total General I'uiui 
.ippropriations decreased Irom 48.25 percent in IWM to 47.30 percent in 1^92 ^3. (See Figure 10.) 
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FIGURE 10 




THE PUBLIC SCHOOL & THE TOTAL APPROPRIATION 




A COMPARISON FROM 1990-91 TO 1992-93 
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Average Teacher Salaries 

Salaries iv ported tor New Mexico k\K hers arc the average returning teachers' planes submitted by the districts at 
the beginning ot the school wars 19^0-91 to -^3. During that time, the national average teacher's salary rose 
from SI VIMS to >^,IHH) lh.ll I [xTcent), the regional from S27,7S1 to $29,312 (5.51 percent), and New Mexico's from 
$2^,7^* to $2b.4^l i? 71 penentl. Based on its own salary data tor 1^2-^3, the National l'ducatton Association 
linked New Mexu o 47th ami wig all ot the states and the District ot Columbia. New Mexuos average returning 
teacher s salar\ tor I W L, 3 was $2,Hol below the regional average and $8,349 below the national (See Figure 11) 
1 he region consists ut the states ot Arizona, Colorado, Oklahoma, Texas, Utah, and New Mexico. Three year data 
by distru t tor average returning teacher salary and district rankings are presented in Table 12. 



Percent of Net Operating Budget Spent for Salaries 

I able I ■ how s the \ arums jvn outages ot districts' net operating budgets spent on salaries tor certitied teachers, 
administration support personnel, anil non -certified staff. Because certain classifications may be paid through 
dittert'iit line items .it a district's discretion, pending State Department of Education approval, statewide percent- 
age du hi Kl he \ iei\ed uith \ aulion In addition, small districts ma\ appear to have a disproportionately high 
admit iiMi all w « oM resulting from the lower number of students enrolled 

( ertilied leai her*, nn hide spet tal ediuation mstrm tors (budget line items 1 . 141, 1,14s, and 1.14s 1 ). Administration 
is delined as Mipriinleiidenls and associates charged to the administration series except for clerical assistants 
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ibudget line items 3.110 and 3.120). Support personnel include instructional assistants, principals and their 
assistants, nurses, special education assistants, and so forth (budget line items 1.181, 1 185, 1.189, 2,110 to 2.170. 
2.1^0, and 3. 130). Non certified personnel include maintenance and clerical /secretarial staff (budget line items 
2. 170 to 2. I^O. 3.130, 3.140, and 4.1 10 to 4. 140). Note that expenditures for line items 2.170,2.190, and 3. 130— but no 
longer line items I.IHl, I l.Ks, l.ltf^ mav be split between the support and non certified personnel categories. 



Total Expenditures per Student and District Rankings 

Net operational expenditures unhide those district costs that are most closely associated with the instructional 
process llu'se uu liule expenditures tor direct instruction, such as teachers' salaries and supplies and materials; 
tor mslniitional support. tor administration, tor the maintenance and operation of the physical plant (buildings 
and grounds), and tor hxed i barges, sir h as employee fringe benefits and insurance. Because all districts have 
such costs in common, these expenditures on a per student basis constitute a stable measure for comparison of 
tmaiu lal cllorl 

1 otal operational exjvnditures mi hide net operational expenditures plus the costs incurred for IcxkI servu es; non- 
instnutK»nal student support, such as athletic salaries; community services, such as adult education and after 
si rux>l programs transportation: operationally funded capital outlay; other operational expenses, such as out-of- 
state tuition and participation in regional center cooperatives; and operational emergencies. Districts are not 
equally faced with all ol these costs; therefore, total operational expenditures per student are d somewhat less 
stable measure ot comparison than net operational expenditures. 

Table 14 provides both net operational and total operational expenditures per student for all districts as well as 
each district's statewide rankings. 



9(04 Stan department aJU-ducatum 



48 



Administrative Expenditures per Student and District Rankings 

The percentage of each district's operational budget spent on a pur student basis tor costs listed as administrative 
by the districts in their budget reports is shown in Table 15. These costs include the salaries of the district 
superintendent and any administrative associates or aides, supplies and materials, and school board expenses. 
Please bear in mind that small districts will tend to have higher expenditures per student because of lower student 
en roll mi nts. 



Percent of Budget for Selected Programs 

I able lh indicates the perientage of each district's total operational and federal projects budget deriv ed from 
ITemcntan and Secondary I'diaation Act (I1SFA) Chapter I funding (both basic and migrant), ESEA Title VII 
trilingual funding, and the United States Department of Agriculture Free and Reduced l unch Program (free and 
reduced priie breakfasts aie not iruluded), Also reported is the percentage of each district s total operational and 
federal projects budget made up of all federal project funding (the 17.1KW line item series in the district budget 
reports) and the USI >A I reeand Reduced 1 unch Program. Contributions from these combined sources range from 
a low of 145 percent in I os Alamos to a high of 4I. U 0 percent in Mesa V r ista. 



Percent of Students Served by Selected Programs 

fable 17 shows the percent of student membership served by Chapter 1 (basic and migrant), litle VII Bilingual 
F-ducation r and Mate funded special education, as well as the percent ot free and reduced price lunches served 
under the L'SPA's Tree and Reduced L unch Program. Other than state funded special education, these are federal 
programs supported by federal dollars. 



State Special Education Revenue 

The method by which New Mexico provides operational revenue to its school districts recognizes that the costs of 
providing an appropriate education for all students will vary according to individual student needs. Table \H 
indicates the amount of money generated by special education students in each district and in the state as a whole 
In addition, the percentage of the total operational expenditures represented by the allotted special education 
revenue is shown, However, because indiv idual districts are responsible for establishing their own budgets, 
subjeit to stall* approv al the tigures given in this table do not represent actual special education expenditures. 
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TABLE 12 

AVERAGE RETURNING Ti AC HER SALARIES WITHOUT INCREMENTS 
f ROM T EN A riVE BUDGETS I OR SCHOOL YEARS 1*W0-«*1 TO 
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